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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 1^8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-4 and 7 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 5.6 and 8 is/are objected to. 
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Non-Final Office Action 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Billick et al., U.S. Patent 6,772,357 B2, and further in view of Dornier, U.S. Patent 
5,646,535. 

Referring to claim 1: 

a. In column 3, line 39, Billick et al. disclose a power supply having a fault 
detector (a self-detecting device). 

b. In column 5, ; lines 6-9, Billick et al. disclose that the indicator is an LED (an 
LED displaying light exposed out from the casing of the power supply). 

c. In column 3, lines 45-48, Billick et al. disclose engaging the ON/OFF 
control to initiate the fault detector (a detecting button exposed out from the 
casing of the power supply). 

d. In column 6, lines 9-1 7, Billick et al. disclose that if activation of the switch 
(the normality of the power supply is detected by pressing a detecting button) 
causes the LED to emit, then it may reasonably be assumed that no fault exists 
in the power supply and if there were a fault condition the LED light would not 
emit. However, Billick et al. don't explicitly disclose that the result is displayed 
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through the colors of the LED displaying light. In column 1, lines 51-61, Dornier 
discloses dual-color LEDs that may be illuminated in red, green, or yellow to 
indicate a diagnostic result. The LED may be the power indicator LED. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to include 
the dual-color LED of Dornier into the system of Billick et al. A person of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to make the modification because the 
type of indicator is not relevant to Billick et al., but rather the method of testing 
(see Billick et al.: column 6, lines 30-43 and column 5, lines 7-10). Further, a 
dual-mode LED is capable of displaying the states of Billick et al. and provides 
further fault tolerance in that if the LED doesn't work in the system of Billick et al., 
the user will never know the status of the power supply. 
Referring to claim 2, in column 3, lines 36-48, Billick et al. disclose that the fault 
detector is initiated by the ON/OFF control of the power supply and observing an 
indicator (the power supply with an LED displaying light and a button is installed in a 
transversal or upright computer mainframe; the LED displaying light and button exposes 
out; thereby, the user presses the button by a finger and the LED displaying light 
displays the results). 

3. Claims 3, 4, and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Billick et al., U.S. Patent 6,772,357 B2 and Dornier, U.S. Patent 
5,646,535 as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Owhadi et al., U.S. Patent 
6,625,742 B1. 
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Referring to claim 3, in column 3, lines 36-48, Billick et aL disclose a fault 
detector for a power supply (a power supply operation detecting circuit), however, 
neither Billick et al. nor Dornier explicitly disclose a power supply standby power source 
detecting circuit. In column 2, lines 58-63, Owhadi et aL disclose that the LED provides 
a direct indication that the power supply is delivering at least standby power, the power 
outlet is delivering AC power to the machine, and the power switch is mechanically 
good. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to 
include the standby power indication means of Owhadi et al. into the combined system 
of Billick et al. and Dornier. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to make the modification because this removes the need to perform this test 
in any diagnostic analysis (see Owhadi et al.: column 2, lines 62-63). 

Referring to claim 4, in column 3, lines 55-67 continued in column 4, lines 1-12, 
Owhadi et al. teach the power supply operation detecting circuit includes an AC power 
input end, a detecting switch, a power system, an auxiliary power source or standby 
power source. The rectifier is inherent to the system of Owhadi et al. In column 4, lines 
22-31 , Owhadi et al. disclose that if the user presses the switch and LED is on, then the 
power supply is delivering at least standby power, the power outlet is delivering AC 
power to the machine, and the power switch is mechanically good (the detector detects 
the power condition of a power system, and detects output voltage; the detected result 
is displayed by the LED displaying light). 

Referring to claim 7, in column 3, lines 55-67 continued in column 4, lines 1-12, 
and in Figure 2, Owhadi et al. teach the power supply standby power source detecting 
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circuit includes an AC power input end, a detecting switch, a power system, an auxiliary 
power source or standby power source. The rectifier is inherent to the system of 
Owhadi et al. In column 4, lines 22-31 , Owhadi et al. disclose that if the user presses 
the switch and LED is on, then the power supply is delivering at least standby power, 
the power outlet is delivering AC power to the machine, and the power switch is 
mechanically good (the detector detects the power condition of a power system, and 
detects output voltage; the detected result is displayed by the LED displaying light). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 5, 6, and 8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent 5,553,294 Nanno et al. 

U.S. Patent 5,640,574 Kawashima 
U.S. Patent 6,275,162 B1 Lo et al. 

U.S. Patent 6,574,741 B1 Fujimori et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C Maskulinski whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3649. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



MM 



